THE DEFENCE OF THJt
changed. There are states, independencies and sover-
eignties where originally none existed; and this thing
has been produced without war. The independence
for which the Thirteen Colonies had to fight is
accorded to Canada even without bitterness. Terri-
tory is freely 'given up'.
But why did we so readily acquiesce, so readily sur-
render our power, more especially power over the
fiscal policies of the component territories of the
Empire ? For what we have seen going on is a process
of economic 'de-imperialisation', the surrender of
economic control in the territories we have conquered,
What explains this 'de-imperialisation' ?
It is astonishing how little the transformation, the
surrender of empire, has been noticed. In the discus-
sion of the colonial problem with Germany the
protagonists of colony transfer repeatedly ask the
question: 'Why, if colonies are of no particular value
do you hesitate to give them up?' Nowhere have I
noticed the reply that we are very steadily and con-
sistently 'giving them up'. We are 'giving away the
empire* to the only people to whom colonies ought to
be 'given away' - to the people who live in them. But
the constant talk of 'redistribution of colonies' or their
transfer implies that we still assume that empire is
'property', that a nation owns a colony as a man owns
a farm.1 Note to what degree.
i Recently in the United States, in the course of lectures delivered to
American Universities, the extent of ignorance as to what was taking
place m the Empire (not perhaps much greater than that sometimes dis-
played in England itself) was brought home very vividly to this present
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